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PER CURI AM

Appel | ants appeal the district court's order dism ssing with-
out prejudice Appellants' statutory and related constitutiona
clains for denial of a free and appropriate public education. W
grant the Appellees’' notion and dism ss the appeal for |ack of
jurisdiction.

Under 28 U.S. C. 8 1291 (1988) this court has jurisdiction over
appeals fromfinal orders. Afinal order is one which di sposes of
all issues indispute astoall parties. It "ends thelitigation on
the nerits and | eaves nothing for the court to do but execute the

judgnment." Catlin v. United States, 324 U S. 229, 233 (1945). As

the order appealed fromis not a final order, it is not appeal abl e
under 28 U.S.C. 8 1291. The district court has not directed entry
of final judgnment as to particular clains or parties under Fed. R
Civ. P. 54(b), nor is the order appeal abl e under the provisions of
28 U.S.C. 8§ 1292 (1988). Finally, the order is not appeal able as a

coll ateral order under Cohen v. Beneficial Industrial Loan Corp.,

337 U.S. 541 (1949). We dispense with oral argunent because the
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the mate-
rials before the court and argunent would not aid the deci sional

Process.
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